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TttfaTTO a«iUl 4*1*1** 

( OlflbjW ffc VI’I ) 

(^ TO&6 gR* ) 

TOfn ipzm 4# wftwpror 

22 *PTRT, 2008 
• ( ftrotoro y»ftyr) 

(W ‘ *'*vfr ■iwni'^i( 

(Tifam) aiWlfMw 4f4f ift 3 ttw4 4 

TWftnf toth ift fArofaro {nfhpr i 

It 15/18/2008-#5fhi^.^j4 1995 A'WdrtfoW 
Sftro 1975 4k Ataigw? (sifar 

e ’^ 3 ^ ^ TOPI, "S 3 ! ST gW "*> -4k CRJ<ri\ {TOT 

flftl ■pI^T^T) 1995 ^ «IH 4 TEfA ^ fafe 

irf^ifr 4 mUF 8 3PTCT, 2003 Vt 3*fkgvn 
4, 14/16/2002-dV^Vd) 4* TT8W wfihH ^FTT% ftlMltftVI 
4t «t 4k Rir»> 5 ftraror, 2003 41 tltaigfi* 
k 139/2003 *wti wnn &rci W «4 Rih gw> 

TOO TO 1 5hIU^jO 4 4fa ^JR. 7 T TT l (4HI 4ta<0 ITOT 4Ht 

tiif’H (Olf^W) ATT TOBT STO 4) 

4 4 3WWT TOT? tl WftRT ^Uf&TO ’jfaf 

#52? TOig TOTH wf) ^ ®RHff ST 
frVS^K^* 'iieiO^ gw HSfA 4t ftmftST TOTA 3rrt 
3tftaTOSSf*TR2S 20044* I^N^niR 14/16/2002 
4 ^r] f*6R 4k fs44 19 arffa, 2004 4t 3rfVTJ3SI 
4 55/2004-#m^r*4 ?®8 *W8 W56K gKI SF ftlWW 
SKSTNt gH» cPlTST STO I 
2. w4l^i iwn srta i£r 4g argftw 

4k, TOT:, TfA 1993 4 4tTOgw? $ftTO 

(TTTifaS) 3lftjf*PR, 1975 4 PPTTO STO ‘W^Ht 
3i«4 omm 


^ 1W17I fipw JplT 1^, WT^fkR ^ 4t 

7TRk5r 4 khi trf srofV Tri iroifki T( ndf tthtot ^totti 
4k T'kWr ^ RTftwrft BW Wl-WI 

wkhft 7p^» 4t Tart ^ a*m«wKii 18 n4t*T 
4^fi»T 11 

4k, w^RWt gw -wrt ^ 1TO ’nf ^t 
iroifki ^ gBw ^w*ft n 

m^i w f'lf^si vrfkwr^ w ^ ^ ftw; % w 

wwwl gw itort ^><4 *rft A tct wi Mfti ^ 

nrl 3W1T ■cfara 4t lfRTO*TT f, 4NgW SflfMPRTO 4t 

w 9^(5) ^ skrkr A u it*<wi TOftwr tpt^ ftrarciR 

^ 7TOT {TO^ ^ 5*TOHff *TW 4K Mli-l 4 {Win 

4« 3P*to4j ^i*vf>ifl ^ f^R3 »TOI TO I 

4k, *ra:, A hTI^I^W^ %, &WTOS ITTO 

'ciilk** r«1R«<<ht (>>1^4141)^^00, 

3Ri TFC^I ^ 4ffk^Nta fti, knw; A 

wWfcTOf* m ftT. # TO^fero Tito 

A trto v*ifW (tow) si %., t, A ProNw 
h4I^i ^ ar^ w ftfkror ymftiti TOfksn to*r '•df % i 

4k, TOT:, fWt 4 TOTOfrff TTO TOTTOPTO A ft4SJ 
1-11-2007 16893/06 

4TOfTt% 

"(to) ^rnhiTO{^a?1ATO4i 
<J3) Ironfw ?toNtt ^ptotoHJ 4> ftror 23 4 
silfliHi ^ toAI siAftm A i M 

l rff4ki toto^to ^ wAtot 3itAti 4 
aigROT 4 >ifWi(l ^w4t ’rtoto (4kr ANr) aro 
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ft ft ) ft TJ«*T ft 3T?raT 36? R fiftfcid 

HRf ft OTIIflf m ?Jr^ ftT -Mmfurl ftt felfcT tf 

rtcr ttrt ft ^ifl ??ft ftaro w\ ftt rrmr mT 
T T7TT fT'lft ^%IJW^RT 1?R Tlft^TT RTR ftt W3>|id 

^ ft I 

3. ftrenrafa <rai w rt^ : 

ft^l ^ fau|ii|+, RRiyj ft fawiftd ‘3?TT'\ 
■*E5rftra 3 ■‘jfi'nfifci s'ir ft r^ ftm ftfr ^rrfe^ 
3Tfu)fara cftff ft Rft T T^T7 TTR TlrfRfl § l Rtfon fftftw 
RlftW ft’ TJlfaST ftftf ft ip 3TW ^1 ft 

Plfttyd Rpnfe^v 3TT-2ir<'W+ eTR (faft ^T^R^Ic[ RSRI 
ilipiwt) ftft wfftftyiR (ftroor-m 

?M 9001.50) ft sejm 90 ft rf^ci f i fimfa w 
^ , ff'ti< u [ 3>nei RTftfd4> <<■ fth fft’Rl 'ft 7TTF ft c«?hTR R7TI ft 
STftTT-ii^ifl Tsfft i forft ftl ftm mft ft far> 
Tmft ft ifw* ftMfara ftftt an #i fftm ^ i \ w 
<&7 <hjR, fVMI aft T^l ft' R7R ft 1FR ft ^Flft ft %C» 
rftiR ‘J i w Hft fro i»mi5<m fii5 _i f<i'ft^^ ft "sft fW $ 
faft WIT-Ril; ftbTR-39 ft 'fFl ft RH1 WI $ ftft ?irai 
smfrm 1.498 <W1 xft WIT 50 'RPW $ | 

1^1 afa ft ^M.^l< R32£ RRJ mi fafaRfa ft. 
ftfacftfa fa, ft. Ffemr aflcftfarm ftg&ratrfpr 
ft. TR fa, 4>ft<d<f» 7I*fl ft. TO7T vnfWt- (W> 
TR fa., ft’-ltf BUT faOT 4(<1l ? | 

tom »fa ftms «r^ iftnj ^ ^ ^ ««rai wftft 

ftrftfal TTRJ *ft RRFT ft I TuiMIMMl ^ 

SRI WC ^T ftaTC. ^ft/^-RFf( ft ilT^rf'Td <TRJ 
ft WH RRJ RHT ^1 TFT ft I 

4. FlfaPT ft?T 

ci^Ki'i 1ft>ifagr ^rftyi ft TufftFi ftn ftfa ^sr. ’F’t. 
(ft^T ft^TR) sftl fttft OlSft^ (tflftan) (faft wft ^ 
Rft«ftYlftR7Fl RRt ft) ft I 

5. -rte 

'^r*i Tiftan ft ftl a^fii i arftfT, 

2007 ft 31 RT^, 2008 cT^ ft I ft Rft 

2004-05, 2005-06,2006-07 'TCI 9TRTw TTlfwFtft I 

6. VfsKRI : 

ft^725 14,'lG<2002-#^5i 

SRI wft 3TftR Rfanftl fTfll 1w*i 19 2004 ftt ftfar^S 

SlftT^Tn ft. 55/2004 sm cTPJ, W* ^ : *’ 1 ft 

47T 

ft ftftffl'd ft«S RTg ft OTTlft RT WT. ^i'^'M 

RRM 3Tv(ft ft! falfi! ft TO TJR1 ft 'RTft Tffft 3TWS1 

ftnui ftH ftt ft^raHi ftf Rfttyi ft fans rVrt^^e tfas 
(mtoi) ms se?r ftw^c^r (Rrfer 

ftt RF^n, "3R i n rh ot^r, ftn^n Tim win fw 


faff) 1995 ft st^rtt; iy\sHi ftra ftl ^rarm 

■^fti # 1 fr Rft«i ft 25 rt^I, 2004 ft! aiRR^nft. 

14/16/2002 (*j?i *prft ftfiiR ftfam) ftTnitwj 
Tnfrof 1 Hifawfl ^ jiRira 4s j*i ft arpTrftfa 

ftl d'JiHd ^i«w 3 ft ?WT jfh'rfhx ftlq ^ft'1 ft W{ 
ft RH^ ^ ^ <*ftTf. RF RP<T ft ft5 ft ‘Sil 9g*3 
faRTf ^ I 

7. RSJ3 3RRr 

THT5 ft Mclftf ftlT VlTff ft T^ift ft 

4IWM ft 3=rftl w^kT, rtri ft 71 m ftftg aiwidftl ^ 

M*dwl3Tf FRT Rfa TTTFT ftl ftftfy?T gi^T ft 

ftwttftl'Bft ft TIT 3 H ^Tft ftft TO (ftRRl ft fdMfaftiM 
<T^ 3TOR3T ft fafT -Vein ft fal^l RT TFT t .*- 
fHf$64 vifa^rft 

RTTR h* <*>1 * 

TJlfa^H TT?f 2Ci\«l TRTHR 
Hlfty *t| faRFT 

wVPft x& Ttej y^r, MjtiPu'virn'y 
»U*RT ft. 240, TritR WT 
RffifR>ft-n0l07 

aRT faro «fw ft ftft RWftRT ft 

fttTTT TT«ff f'T^ffTd 50T3 ft 2jft ^ ft «TR ft TRR ^MMl !RT[(T 
4>T TFRTT ft I 
B. RRR fttm 

irftTH Rft'yi ft ftnf ft rttii o»ti -g^if 
TJR TWTR fft'fl^l^l ^TTtT ( tUfft RF f^.V TTff’J^nft ft\ 
?R atf^Fnr ft tftttyr ftt cTRfta ft ^fafa (40) tftft ft 
ftftrc FR^RT Rft RT TJTRT ft ^10; I RfS fftfttftT Wlfa ft 'far 
ftVf TITO Rfff ftft WT ‘i'J'll TITO ftft ft, ft 

ulwft, 3 rJft twrra# ft arjRT 0 ! ft, farr^ ft 

3^pr TT«ft ft armtr m inft xtfftnn sft rr wft ft 1 

9. 3)ftMkr WtTTT RT TpHT TTRJF 9R7RT : 

ftraq 7 ft ar^RR faRTS ft »ft%T ft fft ft 

Tnfa^rft ftl TRri Mhil^ ^ii ^ii anRrff’i whivi «^n aft 
aftr 77^ ftjft tj^ti t^ttt ftt tfi ft ftftt tjw ^t 
■R irfa Trff ^rm an r+oi ft, ft 4iio>if ^r fcwo>i 
TRTpr tot wfim ft i 

10. RTftft^rai m fftft^T : 

6(7) ft ■ST'JOT ft fttft *ft IftTO fT^aiTT ^ 

IftRTstf^anrf srcniRjci?nwft arftrfft rtr qirfi 
o-t$' ft ^ frftwi Tram ft i ftft mrsfa ft, wi 
fftR5 nwnft anejrq^; *jxht ttf^f nrft ft Rfti */cii ft 

3T«RI aCTll 'afad 3Rlfy ft ftcR ST<[3 'dft ^ J dl 31tI5T 
ft aicfttRs toti ^WcO ft, ft Rifftanri spH rtr '3'Ti-r^y TTwrf 
ft sjrtk rt srq^ mfa Rfann mr Raft ft fttr ft-<h 

3TR. 'imrad, f *tfaz Riftraft 
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minis™ Y OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING 
AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NonnCATlON 
New Delhi, the22nd August, 2008 
(SUNSET REVIEW) 

Sab: Sunset Review of Anti-Dumping investigations 
concerning import of Pbutk Ophthalmic Leases 
from People's Republic of China (Chian PR) and 
Chinese Thipei (Tbhvaii). 

No. 15/18/20O8-DCAD.— Whereas the Designated 
Authority, having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identificalion, 
Assessment and Collection of Antv-d\xmpmg Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of lr\jury) Rules, 
1995, recommended imposition of provisional duty vide 
Notification No. 14/I6/2O02-DGAD dated 8th August, 2003 
and such provisional duty was imposed by the Govt, of 
India vide Customs Notification No. 139/2003 dated 5th 
September, 2003. The Authority issued its Final Findings 
recommending imposition of definitive Anti-dumping Duty 
on imports of Plastic Ophthalmic Looses (hereinafter 
referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from People's Republic of China (China PR) and Chinese 
Taipei (Taiwan) (hereinafter referred as subject countries), 
vide Notification No. 14/16/2002-DGAD doted 25th 
February, 2004 and such definitive duly was imposed by 
the Govt of India vide Customs Notification No. 55/2004 
dated 19th April, 2004. 

1 Rcqontt for Review and Initiation: 

And whereas in terms of the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 the Anti 
Dumping Duty imposed shall unless revoked earlier, cease 
to have effect on expiry of five years from the date of such 
imposition and the Rules supra require the Authority to 
review from time to time, the need for continued imposition 
of Anti-dumping Duty, 

And whereas following the completion of 4 years of 
the anti-dumping duty imposed, an alert letter was sent to 
the domestic industry stating that the Designated 
Authority is contemplating to undertake Sunset Review 
under Section 9A(5) of Customs Act with a view to ascertain 
whether the cessation of the anti dumping duty in this 
case is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury and they were requested to give full 
information regarding extent of imports from subject 
countries and evidence relating to dumping, if any, and 
impact of cessation of the anti-dumping duty in this case. 

And whereas M/s. Techtran Polylenses Limited, 
Hyderabad and Indian Plastic Ophthalmic Lenses 


Association (IPOLA), Karnataka whose other members are 
M/s. Techtran Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad, M/s Indian 
Opthaknic Lenses Mam&ctoringCo. Pvt Ud, Karnataka 
and M/s. Prakash Plastic Industries (Madras) Pvt Ltd., 
Chennai have so far not filed duly substantiated petition 
for Sunset Review. 

And whereas the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in 
Writ Petition (Civil) No; 16893/06 vide Judgement dated 
I -11-2007 has held that 

“(a) Sunset Review is mandatory. 

(b) Sunset Review is required to be conducted in 
accordance with the procedure laid down in Rule 23 of the 
rules 4 ’. 

Pursuant to the above said Order of the Hon'ble 
High Court of Delhi, the Authority hereby initiates this 
Sunset Review investigation to examine the likelihood of 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury on 
imports of Plastic Ophthalmic Lenses originating in or 
exported from People's Republic of China (China PR) and 
Chinese Taipei (Taiwan) in the event of cessation of the 
duty. 

3. Product under consideration and like Article: 

The present investigation is a Sunset Review and 
the product under consideration remains the same as has 
been defined in the original investigation and covers all 
types of Plastic Ophthalmic Lenses. The product involved 
in the present Sunset Review is Plastic Qpthalmic tenses 
(also referred as subject goods hereinafter) originating hi 
or exported from the subject countries and classified under 
Chapter 90 of the Custom Tariff Act (Custom Head 9001.50). 
Tbe classification, is, however, indicative only and is in no 
way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 
The Plastic Opthalmic Lenses are used in spectacles to 
correct eye vision of human beings. These lenses arc in 
finished, uncut form, ready to mount in spectacle frames. 
The leases are made out of Bis Allyl pi-carbonate, 
genetically known as CR-39 with Refractive Index of I -4-8 
and Abbe number of 50 plus. 

As per the original investigations, the subject goods 
are manufactured by M/s Techtran Polyleases Limited, 
Hyderabad, M/s. Indian Ophthalmic Lenses Manufacturing 
Co. Pvt Ltd., Karnataka and M/s. Prakash Plastic Industries 
(Madras) Pvt Ltd., Chennai. 

The subject goods under consideration are like 
articles to the goods originating in or exported from the 
subject countries. Subject goods produced by the domestic 
industry are being treated as Like Articles to the goods 
imported from the subject countries/territories within the 
meaning of the Rules. 

4. Countries involved: 

The tenitortes/countries involved in the present 
Sunset Review are People’s Republic of China (China PR) 
and Chinese Taipei (Taiwan) (referred to as subject 
countries hereinafter). 
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5. Period of Investigation: 

The period of Investigation for the purpose of 
the present review is from 1 -4-2007 to 31 -3-2008. However, 
injury analysis shall cover the period 2004-05, 2005-06, 
2006-07 and POL 

6. Procedure: 

Having decided to review the Final Findings issued 
vide Notification No. 14/16/2002-DGAD dated 25th 
February, 2004 and final duty imposed vide Customs 
Notification No. 55/2004 dated 19th April, 2004, the 
Authority hereby initiates investigations to review whether 
cessation of Anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to 
recurrence of Dumping and injury on imports of subject 
goods originating in or exported If om subject countries in 
accordance with the Customs Tarifl'(Amendnicnt) Act, 1995 
and the Otsimi Tariff (Identification, .Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and 
for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. The review covers 
all aspects ofNotification No. 14/16/2002-DGAD dated 25 Ih 
February, 2004 (Final Findings of the original 
investigations). The Authority proposes to consider 
domestic produce as mentioned in paragraph 3 above as 
domestic industry in accordance with the Rules supra as 
they constitute the major proportion of the production of 
the subject goods in India. 

7. Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, the Governments 
of subject countries through their Embassies in India, the 
importers and users in India known to be concerned with 
the product and the domestic industry, are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and 
manner prescribed and to make their views known to the 
Designated Authority at the following address : 


Government of India 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

The Directorate General of Anti-Dumping 

andAllied Duties 

Department of Commerce 

Room No. 240, UdyogBhavan, 

New Delhi-110107. 

Any other interested parly may also make its 
submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed 
form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

8. Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present review and 
any request for hearing should be sent in writing so as to 
reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not 
later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication 
of this Notification. If no information is received within the 
prescribed time limit or the information received is 
incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available on record in 
accordance with the Rules supra. 

9. Submission of information on Non-con fidential basis: 

In terms of Rule 7 the interested parties are required 
to submit non-confidenlial summary of any confidential 
information provided to the Authority and if in the opinion 
of the party providing such information, such information 
is not susceptible to summary, a statement of reason thereof 
is required 1 o be provided. 

10. Inspection of public file • 

Any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence 
submitted by other interested parties in terms of Rub 6 (7). 
In case where an interested party refuses access to, or 
otherwise does not provide necessary information within 
a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the 
basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to tho Central Government as deemed fit. 

K GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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